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difference of kind. It might be the case that valuations
were of such a peculiar nature that conduct was in-
determinate. But it is so overwhelmingly unlikely
that we are warranted in neglecting the possibility.
It is not so unlikely that the demand function may be
positive, but there is still a very strong probability
that this is not the rule, but the exception. On the
other hand, when we are dealing with the valuation
of particular products and the elasticity of demand
derived therefrom, for the reasons already set forth,
there is surely an overwhelming probability that con-
stancy is not to be expected. Here, indeed, we have
the historieo-relative in excelsis. The fact that we can
arrange our preferences in an order is a fact of so much
greater a degree of generality than the actual momen-
tary order of preference of any individual that we are
surely justified in regarding them as possessing, in our
universe of discourse at least, a difference of status.
And while it is arguable that in the future much
valuable work will be done in attempting to ascertain
these momentary values, it seems more important, if
a sense of proportion is to be maintained, that their
limitations should be realised than that stress should be
laid on the formal similarity with the broad qualita-
tive foundations which constitute the basis of the
science as we know it. Perhaps, indeed5 this is another
'of the methodological differences between the natural
and the social sciences. In the natural sciences the
transition from the qualitative to the quantitative
is easy and inevitable. In the social sciences, for
reasons which have already been set forth, it is in some
connection almost impossible, and it is always as-
sociated with peril and difficulty. It seems clear, from
what has happened already, that less harm is likely